1 For purposes of this article, I define violence as both words and actions intended to injure physically, intimidate, assault physically and emotionally, and demeanize and dehumanize, individual Latinas and Latinos, and Latino communities, as well as words and actions which have these results, regardless of the existence or nonexistence of conscious, anti-Latino animus. See by public officials stand apart from violence by private individuals, both are intricately connected and arguably codependent. Inflammatory media stereotypes that propagate inaccurate images of Latinos as a danger to the United States government and economy are an integral part of this continuum of violence.
5
Violence by private individuals and public officials is tolerated and facilitated by the existing legal and social frameworks of United States society, and is underreported and ignored by public officials, despite its very serious impact on the individual targets of violence, and on the Latino community more generally.
6 Violence by private individuals is facilitated and promoted by actions and words of officials who create an environment that presents Latinos as dangerous to individual safety and a threat to societal norms, while simultaneously failing to penalize actions motivated by animus against Latinos. For example, the use of aggressive police tactics and ethnic and racial profiling in Latino communities is, in part, justified by alleged higher crime rates in Latino communities, and higher rates of criminal activity by Latinos.
7 At least one study 5 suggests that Latinos are less likely to be involved in violent crimes than other groups, and do not use illegal drugs at rates higher than other racial or ethnic groups.
8 Nevertheless, the stereotypes of Latinos as dangerous persist.
Recently, officials and private individuals have turned their anger towards one sector of the Latino community, Latino workers who are undocumented, and may be recent arrivals in the United States. The targeting of this population is made possible by a new, yet all too familiar, wave of anti-immigrant rhetoric. The rhetoric and language of anti-immigrant hate has inflamed and divided communities. Violent actions and hate speech targeting Latinos have increased at the same time. 9 The rhetoric has continued to depend on images that construct Latinos as noncitizens who take jobs from "real Americans" and are a drain on local economies.
10
These images, and government officials' endorsement and acceptance of these images as accurate representations of all Latinos in the community, provide justifications for private individuals who are not Latinos to act against Latinos with the goal of ridding communities and neighborhoods of this perceived "plague" of outsiders. It justifies efforts by private individuals and local officials to take matters into their own hands and become enforcers of immigration laws at the local level. These efforts are illustrated by local efforts to "step in" and enforce laws that the federal government will not or cannot enforce, in order to protect the property and lives of the local population from the perceived foreign immigrant interloper. This recent trend continues the historic use of stereotypes to demonize Latinos and characterize Latinos as not fully American.
Critics and advocates argue that the inevitable consequence of (2003)) See also MORIN, supra note 5. 9 See, e.g., Iturralde, supra note 7, at 417 (discussing dramatic rise in reported incidents against Latinos); Posting of Nezua, Media Consortium MediaWire Blogger to The Huffington Post, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/the-media-consortium/harvesting-hate-in-hard-e_b_150252.html (Dec. 11, 2008, 11: 44 EST) (reporting specific recent examples of hate crimes against Latinos).
10 CHAVEZ, supra note 4.
this fear mongering is escalated violence against Latinos and an increased risk of violence to anyone perceived as Latino, regardless of immigrant status. The data supports these critics. The data suggests that there are real adverse consequences that are direct results of an environment filled with anti-Latino, anti-immigrant sentiment actualized at the national and local level. For example, there has been a quantifiable increase in the number of Latino crime victims, 11 an increase in the severity of injuries and fatalities, and further marginalization of Latinas and Latinos within United States society. Despite this escalated violence, law enforcement officials have discouraged Latinos from seeking police and local law enforcement assistance and protection. 12 Although much of this violence occurs without public reaction or media coverage, there has been some media and law enforcement interest in the recent increase in attacks against Latinos. 13 Regardless of whether the media's interest is due to the dramatic rise in the violence or whether law enforcement's response is related to increased pressure from advocates, 14 the numbers of violent attacks and the circumstances surrounding the attacks are real, and they are part of a continuum of violence against Latinas and Latinos.
The two articles in this edition address specifically the recent anti-Latino immigrant hate violence spreading across the United States. In Countering Anti-Immigrant Extremism: The Southern Poverty Law Center's Strategies, Heidi Beirich and Mark Potok discuss the Southern Poverty Law Center's efforts to address the increased violence against Latinos that is driven by anti-immigrant animus and which has its roots in Latino-hate speech and anti-immigrant orga-nizations. Their article chronicles the Center's efforts to publicize the violence, identify the individuals and organizations at the root of the violence, and to combat violence through litigation and organizational strategies. In Rhetoric and Violence: Understanding Incidents of Hate Against Latinos, Christina Iturralde also discusses how anti-immigrant rhetoric is constructed as anti-Latino rhetoric, and encourages violent acts against Latinos. Her article is a timely warning of how words and the language of violence have devastating impacts that we cannot ignore.
These articles contain several similar themes. First, both articles describe a dramatic increase of violence against Latinos, driven by a constructed picture of Latinos as immigrants who are a threat to United States society and culture. Second, both articles discuss the very serious consequences of this violence, pointing out that it has escalated to acts leading to severe injuries and death. Third, the articles also discuss the important role served by litigation to stop and repel violence and to make visible the violence that otherwise would remain in the shadows. Fourth, the articles discuss the importance of organizing and coalition work, in part because the violence drives people underground and outreach strategies are critical to reach potential and past victims. As these articles establish, organizing is a key part of antiviolence work, necessary as a response to violence that escalates, with increased severity in part as a result of public indifference and misinformation.
These articles describe the challenges of a social lawyering law practice that seeks to promote an anti-violence justice agenda on behalf of Latinas and Latinos. The authors help us to understand and appreciate that practitioners must find ways to address public perceptions driven by intentional misinformation, the need to challenge official inaction and insensitivity, and ways in which social justice activists may speak out against emotion and fear that drive anti-Latino animus. They also remind us that this is not an exercise without real consequences; there are lives at stake.
